REMARKS 

This is in response to the Office Action dated December 29, 2005. In view of the foregoing 
amendments and following representations, reconsideration is respectfully requested. 

Initially, the specification and abstract have been reviewed and revised to make a number of 
minor clarifying and other editorial amendments. Due to the nature of the revision involved, a 
substitute specification and abstract has been prepared. No new matter has been added . Also 
enclosed is a 'tnarked-up" copy of the original specification and abstract to show the changes that 
have been incorporated into the substitute specification and abstract. The enclosed copy is entitled 
"Version with Markings to Show Changes Made " 

By the above amendment, claims 1 -2 1 have been cancelled and replaced with new claims 22- 
42. Accordingly, claims 22-42 are currently pending in the present application. 

On page 2 of the Office Action, the drawings are objected to under 37 C.F.R. § 1.83(a) 
because the drawings do not show the casters at four corners of the horizontal loading table in 
combination with the protruding sections. Note that the claims have been revised in order to 
accurately describe the embodiment illustrated in Fig. 7. Accordingly, in view of the cancellation of 
the original claims and the presentation of the new claims, the Examiner is requested to withdraw the 
objection to the drawings. 

Further, with respect to the objection to claim 15 on page 2 of the Office Action, the 
identified informality has been corrected in the revised claims. 

Further, on page 3 of the Office Action, claims 15-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second paragraph. The rejection of claim 15 is rendered moot in view of the cancellation of this 
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claim. It is noted that the claim has been redrafted as new claim 30 to more accurately define the 

embodiment of the present invention which includes the protruding sections (see Fig. 7). Note that 

claim 1 9 has been redrafted as new claim 40, and defines an interval between the casters provided on 

the protruding portions. Accordingly, it is submitted that the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 

paragraph is not applicable to the newly presented claims. 

****** 

Next, on pages 4-8 of the Office Action, several of the claims have been rejected over the 
prior art as follows: 

Claims 1,2 5-9 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miyoshi (USPN 5,908,093) in view of Pfeiffer (DE 10033698); and 

Claims 3, 4, 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miyoshi and Pfeiffer as applied to claims 2 and 9, and further in view of Galichowski (USPN 
6,024,376). 

It is submitted that the present invention, as embodied by the newly presented claims, now 
clearly distinguishes over the applied prior art references for the following reasons. 

The present invention, as defined in independent claims 22 and 29, is directed to a self- 
standing walking stick which is of the so-called "frame type" walking stick. As shown, for example 
in Figs. 5-7, the stick main body includes a horizontal loading table 2, 62, 72, vertical rods 5, 65, 75 
fixed to the horizontal loading table, and a bag 3, 63, 73 which is detachably attached on the 
horizontal loading table. Since the frame type body is much lighter than a load type of frame, it is 
easy to carry and handy for users, and is especially suitable for physically disabled individuals. 
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As defined in new independent claims 22 and 29, the vertical rods are fixed to the horizontal 
loading table and the bag is detachably attached to horizontal loading table. 

In contrast, Miyoshi discloses a suitcase that includes vertical rods that are disposed 
interiorly of the suitcase. This results in a carrying case that is rather bulky and much heavier than a 
walking stick, which is the subject of the present application. 

Pfeiffer discloses a vertically extendable handle, which is embedded within a solid vertical 
wall. Accordingly, neither the Miyoshi nor the Pfeiffer references disclose an arrangement in which 
the vertical rods are disposed separately or exteriorly of the bag so as to form a "frame type" of 
configuration. 

Golichowki discloses a platform truck 10 including a base member 1 1 having a top surface 
13 for receiving items to be transported. A handle assembly 12 is pivotally connected to the base 
member 1 1 . While Golichowki reference teaches a base member that is formed of plastic material, it 
is quite different from a walking stick which has a handle oriented along the longitudinal direction of 
the base member. Although the extensible rods of Miyoshi can be fixed to an external face of the 
bag body, as stated by the Examiner, the vertical rods of the present invention are independent of the 
bag, which can be freely attached and detached from the frame type body. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that new independent claims 22 and 29, and the claims 
dependent thereon, are allowable over the prior art of record. 

Further, it is noted with appreciation that original claims 15-21 contain allowable subject 
matter. As indicated above, claims 1 5-21 have been cancelled and replaced with new claims 36-42. 
Each of the new claims has been drafted to comply with the provisions of 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
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paragraph. Note that independent claim 36 includes all of the limitations of original claim 15 with 
the exception of the specific wheel diameter. However, this feature does not appear to be necessary 
for the patentability of the claim, particularly in view of the Examiner's comments on page 4 of the 
Office Action. Accordingly, it would appear that claims 36-42 are allowable over the prior art for 
the same reasons as original claims 15-21. 

In view of the above, it is submitted that the present application is now clearly in condition 
for allowance. The Examiner therefore is requested to pass this case to issue. 

In the event that the Examiner has any comments or suggestions of a nature necessary to 
place this case in condition for allowance, then the Examiner is requested to contact Applicant's 
undersigned attorney by telephone to promptly resolve any remaining matters. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Etsuo MIYOSHI 




Michael S. Huppert 
Registration No. 40,268 
Attorney for Applicant 



MSH/kjf 

Washington, D.C. 20006-1021 
Telephone (202) 721-8200 
Facsimile (202) 721-8250 
May 1,2006 
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